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debate was the reason and alleged necessity of the ms.
war. In the House of Lords Lord Lawrence and
Lord Grey stated with temperate gravity the case
for a policy from which Lord Lytton was the first
Govern or-General to depart. Lord Northbrook
pointed out that though he had been Viceroy for
two years under the present Government, Lord
Salisbury supported him before his resignation in
his adhesion to Lord Lawrence's school But the
most powerful speech was Lord Beaconsfieid's, and
it recalled his best days in the House of Commons.
He did not blame Russia for her preparations in
Central Asia, allowing that they were a logical
consequence of the strain produced by the Treaty
of San Stefano. Yet it behoved this country to
take her own measures against them, and he
stigmatised the opponents of the war as upholders
of peace at any price. " That deleterious doctrine
haunts the people of this country in every form. . . .
That doctrine has done more mischief than any I
can well recall that have been afloat in this century.
It has occasioned more wars than the most ruthless
conquerors. It has disturbed and nearly destroyed
that political equilibrium so necessary to the
liberties of nations and the welfare of the world/'
Lord Halifax, who was responsible for the Crimean
War, and Lord Lawrence, who sent Nicholson to
Delhi, must have smiled at this fanciful description
of themselves as members of the Peace Society.
But a majority^of more than three to one affirmed Dec. is.
the conclusions, if it could not ratify the arguments,
" of Lord Beaconsfield. Six Bishops voted for the
war, and one only, Mackarness of Oxford, against
it, though Fraser of Manchester would have joined
the minority if he had not been prevented by
illness. It would have been difficult to find six
Nonconformist Ministers on the same side. In the
House of Commons Mr. Gladstone surpassed his